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Sir: 



APPEAL BRIEF 



This Appeal Brief is submitted in support of the Notice of Appeal filed on September 
21,2005. 

1. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

Oracle International Corporation is the real party in interest. 



II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Appellants are unaware of any related appeals or interferences. 
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III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 25-49 are pending in this application, were finally rejected, and are the subject 
of this appeal. Claims 1-24 were canceled during prosecution. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments were filed after the final Office Action. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The present application contains independent Claims 25, 37, and 49. These 
independent claims recite similar limitations, except in the context of a method, a computer- 
readable medium, and a system respectively. Claims 25, 37, and 49 are directed generally to 
an approach for generating web pages in a manner that allows replacement content to be 
inserted into a preconstructed web page in lieu of an identifier, included within the 
preconstructed web page, based on correlation data that is stored separate from the 
preconstructed web page. 

According to the approach recited in Claims 25, 37, and 49, a preconstructed web page 
is stored. Correlation data is stored separate from the preconstructed web page. The 
correlation data specifies a correlation between an identifier and replacement content. A 
request for a requested web page that corresponds to the preconstructed web page is received. 
In response to the request, the preconstructed web page is retrieved. The preconstructed web 
page (a) was created prior to receiving the request, (b) is written in a tag-delimitted page 
description language, and (c) includes the identifier at a position between a pair of tags within 
the preconstructed web page. 
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In response to the request, the preconstructed web page is modified to produce the 
requested web page by causing a program to perform the steps of (a) removing the identifier 
from the preconstructed web page, and (b) inserting the replacement content at the position in 
the preconstructed web page, wherein the replacement content is selected based on the 
correlation data. The requested web page is provided in response to the request (Specification 
at Page 4, line 16 - Page 7, line 15; Page 11, line 3- Page 13, line 7; Page 15, line 6 - Page 19, 
line 13; and FIGS. 3-11). 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

1. Claims 25-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as allegedly being 
anticipated by Ladd, Eric, et al.. Using HTML 4, XML, and Java 1.2, 1999, Que. Platinum 
Edition (hereinafter ''Ladd'). 

2. Claims 32 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
obvious in view of Ladd, 

VIL ARGUMENTS 

Each of Claims 25-49 is patentable over the cited art because at least one element in 
each pending claim is not disclosed, taught, or suggested by the cited art. 

A. Claims 25, 37, and 49 
Claim 25 recites: 

"storing a preconstructed web page; 

storing, separate from said preconstructed web page, correlation 
data that specifies a correlation between an identifier and 
replacement content; 

receiving a request for a requested web page that corresponds to said 
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preconstructed web page; 
in response to said request, retrieving said preconstructed web page, 
wherein: 

said preconstructed web page was created prior to receiving said 
request, 

said preconstructed web page is written in a tag-delimited page 

description language, and 
said preconstructed web page includes said identifier that is located at a 

position between a pair of tags within said preconstructed web 

page; 

in response to said request, modifying said preconstructed web page to 
produce said requested web page by causing a program to 
perform the steps of 

removing said identifier from said preconstructed web page, and 

inserting said replacement content at said position in said 

preconstructed web page, wherein said replacement content 
is selected based on the correlation data; and 

providing said requested web page in response to said request." 
(emphasis added) 

The above-cited combination of elements are not disclosed, taught, or suggested by 

Ladd, 

Both Ladd and the pending claims are directed towards generating a web page, and 
both Ladd and the pending claims perform operations that modify a web page in response to 
receiving a request for a web page. However, beyond these broad generalities, there are sharp 
contrasts between the approach of Ladd and the approach recited in the pending claims. 

The approach of Ladd is directed towards an Active Server Page (ASP) application 
that comprises scripted instructions embedded in an HTML document (see page 850 of Ladd), 
In the approach of Ladd, when the server receives a request for the web page, the server 
executes a script embedded in the HTML document. The script, once executed, may modify 
the content of the HTML document before presentation to the requestor. Once the server 
executes the embedded script, the server removes the script from the HTML document in 
which it resides before serving the requested web page to the requestor. For example, if a 
client requested the web page shown on page 851, then the server would retrieve the web page 
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and execute the embedded VBScript entitled 'Hello World.' As a result of the server 

executing the VBScript, the text "Hello World" would appear in the requested web page 

served to the client, but the embedded VBScript would not. 

Unfortunately, the approach of Ladd suffers from exactly the same deficiencies that 

were described in the Applicants' background. Specifically, page 3, lines 5-16 of the 

Applicants' specification state: 

A second approach employs the reverse technique. Source code in a higher 
order programming or scripting language is placed into a Web page HTML 
code and is interpreted at runtime. Examples of this approach include 
ColdFusion, ASP (Active Server Pages) and JSP (Java Server Pages). Source 
code segments are placed directly into the HTML code. Tags or similar 
delimiters separate the source code segments from the page script. At runtime, 
a server executes the source code to generate a complete Web page. However, 
the source code is intrusive and can make using conventional Web editing 
tools difficult. The look and feel of a Web site can also be spread across 
several pages, imposing a maintenance burden. Finally, the application logic 
and user interface are not cleanly separated. Consequently, programmers and 
Web page artists find simultaneously working on the same page difficult, 
(emphasis added) 

The approach of Ladd is directed towards the very same technique identified in the 
Applicants' background quoted above, namely Active Server Pages. Specifically, both the 
approach of Ladd and the portion of the Applicants' background quoted above have the 
following same features: 

1 . Source code in a higher order programming or scripting language is placed into 
a Web page HTML code and is interpreted at runtime. 

2. The scripting language or source code is an Active Server Page application. 

3. Source code segments are placed directly into the HTML code. 

4. Tags or similar delimiters separate the source code segments from the page 
script. 
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5. At runtime, a server executes the source code to generate a complete Web 
page. 

6. The source code is intrusive and can make using conventional Web editing 
tools difficult. 

7. The look and feel of a Web site can also be spread across several pages, 
imposing a maintenance burden. 

8. The application logic and user interface are not cleanly separated. 
Advantageously, the approach taken by the pending claims solves the problems 

described by the Applicants' background and experienced by Ladd. Li the approach of the 
pending claims, correlation data that specifies a correlation between an identifier and 
replacement content is stored separate from the preconstructed web page. The replacement 
content, identified by the correlation data, is inserted into the preconstructed web page at a 
position identified by an identifier within the preconstructed web page. Because the 
correlation data is stored separate fi'om the preconstructed web page, the problems associated 
with prior approaches, such as Ladd, are avoided. 

As an example of the approach of Claim 25, FIG. 3 of the Applicants' patent 
application illustrates a preconstructed web page. At lines 1 1 and 12 of FIG. 3, the identifiers 
#HFEF#, #SYMBOL#, and #COMPANY# are recited. When the preconstructed page is 
requested, a controller script 3 1 (shown in FIG, 2) removes the identifiers, and inserts 
replacement content in lieu of the corresponding identifier based on correlation data stored 
separate from the preconstructed web page of FIG. 3. 

Correlation data is data that is stored, separate from the preconstructed web page, 
which specifies a correlation between an identifier and replacement content. For example. 
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controller script 31 may contain the correlation data, as shown below and on page 12, lines 5, 
19 of the Applicants' specification: 

For example, a controller script 31 written in PL/SQL to generate a dynamic 
Web page from the HTT template 35 shown in FIGURE 3 is as follows: 

BEGIN 

htt.get ('companies.htmr); 

htt.sub ('HREF', 'http://www.acme.com); 

htt.sub ('SYMBOL, 'ACME'); 

htt.sub ('HREF', 'ACME'); 

htt.sub ('COMPANY, 'ACME Corporation'); 

htt.break; 

htt.sub ('HREF', 'http://www.orcl.com); 

htt.sub ('SYMBOL, 'ORCL); 

htt.sub ('COMPANY, 'Oracle Corporation); 

htt.showpage; 

END; 

As shown above, the correlation data in the controller script 31 associates the 
identifier HREF with replacement content (http://www.acme.com and http://www.orcl.com), 
associates the identifier SYMBOL with replacement content (ACME and ORCL), and 
associated the identifier COMPANY with replacement content (ACME Corporation and 
Oracle Corporation). As taught in the AppUcants' specification at page 11, line 24 - page 12, 
line 4, the correlation data may specify that more than one piece of replacement content may 
have a correlation to a particular identifier, as shown above. The requested web page 
dynamically generated by the controller script 31 in this example is shown in FIG. 4. 

Significantly, the correlation data in the controller script 31 (a) is stored separate from 
the preconstructed web page, and (b) specifies a correlation between an identifier and 
replacement content. Ladd lacks any teaching of correlation data as claimed. 

In view of the differences between Ladd and the approach of the pending claims, 
numerous elements featured in Claim 25 are not disclosed, taught, or suggested by Ladd. No 
portion of Ladd teaches, discloses, or suggests the element of " storing, separate from said 
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preconstructed web page, correlation data that specifies a correlation between an identifier 
and replacement content " as featured in Claim 25. On the contrary, Ladd expressly teaches 
away fi-om this element as the approach of Ladd stores all code that modifies web page 
content in the actual web page itself For example, the VBScript "Hello World," on page 851 
of Ladd, is contained within a particular web page, and when the particular web page is 
requested, the VBScript "Hello World" is executed. Since an embedded script, such as 
VBScript, is contained within the web page, it is not stored separate fi:'om a web page. As a 
result, an embedded script caimot possibly be analogous to correlation data as claimed. 

To qualify as an identifier as claimed, the identifier must be removed fi-om a 
preconstructed web page. However, in the approach of Ladd, the only thing that is removed 
fi-om a web page is the VBScipt itself Thus, in Ladd, only the embedded VBScript could 
possibly qualify as an identifier as claimed. Also, in the approach of Ladd, to the extent that 
anything is analogous to replacement content as claimed, the replacement content must be 
content generated by processing the VBScript embedded within the web page. For example, 
when the Hello World script of Listing 33.3 on page 851 of Ladd is executed, the only data 
specifying that "Hello World" is to be printed upon execution of the script is data contained 
within the embedded VBScript entitled 'Hello Word.' 

However, in the approach of Ladd, no data is stored anywhere that specifies a 
correlation between (a) the embedded script in its entirety, and (b) the result of processing the 
embedded script. While the embedded script may be processed to generate replacement 
content, processing a script to generate a result is not analogous to storing data that specifies a 
correlation between the embedded script in its entirety and the replacement content generated 
by processing the embedded script. 
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Assuming, arguendo, that Ladd does teach storing data analogous to correlation data, 
to the extent that the approach of Ladd contains anything remotely analogous to a correlation 
between an identifier and replacement content, the correlation must be identified in the 
embedded script. However, Claim 25 also requires that the correlation data be stored 
"separate from said preconstructed web page." In sharp contrast, the embedded script of Ladd 
is not separate from the preconstructed web page, but actually resides inside the web page. 
As an embedded script is embedded inside a web page, an embedded script cannot be separate 
fi-om a preconstructed web page, and therefore, cannot qualify as correlation data as claimed. 

The Office Action argues, "server-side scripts are embedded inside the HTML file, but 

reside in a location independent of the HTML file. This is apparent when examining the file 

extensions" (see page 1 1 of the most recent Office Action). This is an incorrect statement of 

how Active Server Pages work . For example, Ladd teaches: 

When a browser requests a file containing an Active Server Page document, 
the server parses out and executes the scripted instructions. Any HTML output 
fi-om the script is inserted back into the docimient in place of the original script 
code. The result is a pure HTML page that is sent back to the browser. (Ladd, 
page 850). 

The file containing the Active Server Page script is identified by an ".asp" extension, 
while the pure HTML page that is sent back to the browser is identified by an ".htm" or 
".html" extension. (See Ladd, page 851, top of page). To identify to the server that a web 
page contains an Active Server Page script, it is identified by an ".asp" extension. Thus, the 
Office Action's assertion that the server-side scripts of Ladd exist outside of a preconstructed 
web page in which they are embedded is not supported by Ladd, 

The Office Action identifies Listing 33.4 on page 852 of Ladd as identifying a server- 
side script existing outside of a web page in which it is embedded. However, Listing 33.4 
merely depicts an illustrative ".asp" file. When the server executes the script within the .asp 
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file of Listing 33.4, a HTML web page (a text file having a ".htm" ".html" extension) will be 
produced. For example, (a) if the session variable named user_id is empty, then invalid.htm 
will be produced, (b) if the variable named report_type has a value of "nba" and the variable 
named nba_online has a value of "y," then latest_nba.htm will be produced, and (c) if the 
variable named report_type has a value of "nba" and the variable named nba_online does not 
have a value of "y," then invahd.htm will be produced. The .asp file of Listing 33.4 qualifies 
as a preconstructed web page. As shown in Listing 33.4, no correlation data exists separate 
firom the preconstructed web page of the .asp file of Listing 33.4. 

Consequently, the limitation of "storing, separate firom said preconstructed web page, 
correlation data that specifies a correlation between an identifier and replacement content" 
featured in Claim 25 cannot possibly be disclosed, taught, or suggested by Ladd. 

Further, no portion of Ladd teaches, discloses, or suggests the element of "inserting 
said replacement content at said position in said preconstructed web page, wherein said 
replacement content is selected based on the correlation data" as featured in Claim 25. In 
sharp contrast, to the extent that content is inserted into a web page in the approach of Ladd, 
the content to be inserted is selected by data contained within the embedded script of the web 
page, and not by correlation data stored separate fi"om the preconfigured web page. 

As a result, as at least one element is not shown, taught, or suggested by the cited art, 
it is respectfiiUy submitted that Claim 25 is patentable over the cited art, and is in condition 
for allowance. 

Independent Claims 37 and 49 each feature elements similar to that discussed above 
with respect to Claim 25, except that Claims 37 and 49 are recited in computer readable 
medium format and system format respectively. Consequently, for at least the reasons 
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discussed above with respect to Claim 25, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 37 and 49 
are each patentable over the cited art and in condition for allowance. 



CLAIMS 27 AND 39 
Claims 27 and 39 are dependent claims, each of which directly depends on one of the 
claims discussed above. Each of Claims 27 and 39 is therefore allowable for the reasons 
given above for the claim on which it depends. Li addition, each of Claims 27 and 39 
introduces one or more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. To 
illustrate, Claims 27 and 39 each recite the following additional features: 
"wherein: 

said identifier is a first identifier and said position is a first position; 

said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is located at a 

second position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed 

web page; 

said preconstructed web page includes first code, written in said tag-delimited 
page description language, that describes a first display region and 
second code, written in said tag-delimited page description language, 
that describes a second display region that includes said second 
identifier, wherein said first code includes said first identifier, and 
wherein said second code includes said second identifier; and 

modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web 
page further comprises causing said program to arrange an 
ordering of said first display region and-said second display region 
in said requested web page based on an ordering of said first 
position and said second position in said preconstructed web page." 
(emphasis added) 

As explained above, in the approach of Ladd, only the embedded VBScript itself could 
possibly qualify as an identifier, as only the VBScript is removed from the preconstructed 
web page. Indeed, the argument of the Office Action appears to rely on the embedded 
VBscript of Ladd as showing both the first identifier as claimed and the second identifier as 
claimed. However, in the approach of Ladd, a preconstructed web page is not modified to 
produce a requested web page based on an ordering of (a) a first position where the first 
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identifier is located in the preconstructed web page, and (b) a second position where the 
second identifier is located in the preconstructed web page. Since the Office Action is 
arguing that the VBScript of Ladd is analogous to both the first identifier and the second 
identifier, both the first identifier and the second identifier have the same position. Thus, if 
the first identifier and the second identifier were interpreted as the Office Action suggests, 
there would be no ordering between the first identifier and the second identifier, and 
therefore, the above-bolded element would not be shown by Ladd. As a result, Ladd fails to 
disclose, teach, or suggest the above claimed features of Claims 27 and 39. Consequently, 
Claims 27 and 39 are patentable over Ladd and are in condition for allowance. 



CLAIMS 28 AND 40 
Claims 28 and 40 are dependent claims, each of which directly depends on one of the 
claims discussed above. Each of Claims 28 and 40 is therefore allowable for the reasons 
given above for the claim on which it depends. Li addition, each of Claims 28 and 40 
introduces one or more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. To 
illustrate. Claims 28 and 40 each recite the following additional features: 
"wherein: 

said program is a first program, said identifier is a first identifier, and 
said position is a first position; 

said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier tliat is located at 
a second position between another pair of tags within said 
preconstructed web page; and 

said preconstructed web page includes first code, written in said tag-delimited 
page description language, that describes a first display region and 
second code, written in said tag-delimited page description language, 
that describes a second display region, wherein said first code includes 
said first identifier, and wherein said second code includes said second 
identifier; 

modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web 
page further comprises causing said program to arrange an 
ordering of said first display region and said second display region 
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in said requested web page based on an ordering specified by a 
second program." (emphasis added) 

As explained above, in the approach of Ladd^ only the embedded VBScript itself could 

possibly qualify as an identifier, as only the VBScript is removed from the preconstructed 

web page. Lideed, the argument of the Office Action appears to rely on the embedded 

VBScript of Ladd as showing the first identifier as claimed, the second identifier as claimed, 

the first program as claimed, and the second program as claimed. However, such an 

interpretation would ignore numerous elements, such the element of "said preconstructed web 

page includes a second identifier that is located at a second position between another pair of 

tags within said preconstructed web page" since, in the position of the Office Action, both the 

first identifier and the second identifier are located between the same pair of tags. As a result, 

Ladd fails to disclose, teach, or suggest the above claimed features of Claims 28 and 40. 

Consequently, Claims 28 and 40 are patentable ovqx Ladd and are in condition for allowance. 

CLAIMS 32 AND 44 
Claims 32 and 44 are dependent claims, each of which directly depends on one of the 
claims discussed above. Each of Claims 32 and 44 is therefore allowable for the reasons 
given above for the claim on which it depends. Li addition, each of Claims 32 and 44 
introduces one or more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. To 
illustrate, Claims 32 and 44 each recite the following additional features: 

"wherein: 

said identifier is a first identifier, said position is a first position, and 

said code that describes how to render one display region is first 
code that describes how to render a first display region; 

said preconstructed web page includes said first code; 

said preconstructed web page includes second code, written in said tag- 
delimited page description language, that describes how to 
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render a second display region, wherein said second code 
includes a second identifier that is located at a second position 
between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web 
page; 

said preconstructed web page includes third code, written in said tag- 
delimited page description language, that describes how to 
render a third display region, wherein said third code includes 
no identifiers; 

the step of modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said 
requested web page comprises: 

including said first code in said requested web page because 
said replacement content replaces said first 
identifier; 

not including said second code in said requested web page 

because no replacement content replaces said second 

identifier; and 
including said third code in said requested web page 

because said third code includes no identifiers" 

(emphasis added) 

The Office Action fails to present a fiiU explanation as to why each of the above 
limitations is shown by Ladd, The Office Action presumes that "it was notoriously well 
known in the art at the time of the invention that identifiers may be left out of templates and 
that they will not be replaced by anything because this is the intuitive, simplest thing to do." 
However, the Office Action fails to explain what relevance this statement, and templates in 
general, have with respect to the above quoted features, as Claims 32 and 44 are not directed 
towards the use of a template. No explanation has been provided by the Office Action as to 
why the above-bolded features of Claims 32 and 44 are shown hy Ladd, As a result, Claims 
32 and 44 are patentable over Ladd and are in condition for allowance. 



CLAIMS 33 AND 45 
Claims 33 and 45 are dependent claims, each of which directly depends on one of the 
claims discussed above. Each of Claims 33 and 45 is therefore allowable for the reasons 
given above for the claim on which it depends. In addition, each of Claims 33 and 45 
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introduces one or more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. To 
illustrate, Claims 33 and 45 each recite the following additional features: 
"wherein: 

said program is a hypertext template engine; and 

a controller program performs the step of modifying said preconstructed web 
page to produce said requested web page by causing said hypertext 
template engine to perform the steps of removing and inserting" 

The Office Action does not cite a single portion ofLadd that discloses, teaches, or 
suggests the above elements of Claims 33 and 45. Instead, the Office Action only offers the 
broad conclusory statement that "Ladd discloses the method as recited in Claim 25," followed 
by a listing of features recited in Claim 33. No explanation is provided as to why the above- 
quoted featured of Claims 33 and 45 are disclosed, taught, or suggested by Ladd. Such a 
conclusory statement is not permissible under MPEP § 706. Consequently, Applicants 
respectfully request (a) the Patent Office provide an explanation that conforms to MPEP § 
706 as to why Claims 33 and 45 are not patentable, or (b) the Patent Office indicate that 
Claims 33 and 45 are patentable. 

CLAIMS 34 AND 46 

Claims 34 and 46 are dependent claims, each of which directly depends on one of the 

claims discussed above. Each of Claims 34 and 46 is therefore allowable for the reasons 

given above for the claim on which it depends. In addition, each of Claims 34 and 46 

introduces one or more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. To 

illustrate, Claims 34 and 46 each recite the following additional features: 

"wherein said controller program modifying said preconstructed web page to 
produce said requested web page by causing said hypertext template 
engine to perform the steps of removing and inserting further 
comprises: 
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said controller program making a substitution call to said hypertext 
template engine, wherein said substitution call specifies said 
identifier and said replacement content" 

The Office Action does not cite a single portion of Ladd that discloses, teaches, or 
suggests the above elements of Claims 34 and 46. Instead, the Office Action only offers the 
broad conclusory statement that "Ladd discloses the method as recited in Claim 25/' followed 
by a listing of features recited in Claim 34. No explanation is provided as to why the above- 
quoted featured of Claims 34 and 46 are disclosed, taught, or suggested by Ladd, Such a 
conclusory statement is not permissible under MPEP § 706. Consequently, Applicants 
respectfully request (a) the Patent Office provide an explanation that conforms to MPEP § 
706 as to why Claims 34 and 46 are not patentable, or (b) the Patent Office indicate that 
Claims 34 and 46 are patentable. 



CLAIMS 35 AND 47 
Claims 35 and 47 are dependent claims, each of which directly depends on one of the 
claims discussed above. Each of Claims 35 and 47 is therefore allowable for the reasons 
given above for the claim on which it depends. In addition, each of Claims 35 and 47 
introduces one or more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. To 
illustrate, Claims 35 and 47 each recite the following additional features: 
wherein: 

said identifier is a first identifier, said position is a first position, and 
said replacement content is first replacement content; 

said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is 

located at a second position between another pair of tags within 
said preconstructed web page; and 

modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web 
page fiirther comprises causing said program to substitute 
second replacement content for said second identifier in said 
preconstructed web page" 
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The Office Action does not cite a single portion of Ladd that discloses, teaches, or 
suggests the above elements of Claims 35 and 47. Instead, the Office Action only offers the 
broad conclusory statement that ''Ladd discloses the method as recited in Claim 25," followed 
by a listing of features recited in Claim 35. No explanation is provided as to why the above- 
quoted featured of Claims 35 and 47 are disclosed, taught, or suggested by Ladd. Such a 
conclusory statement is not permissible under MPEP § 706. Consequently, Applicants 
respectfully request (a) the Patent Office provide an explanation that conforms to MPEP § 
706 as to why Claims 35 and 47 are not patentable, or (b) the Patent Office indicate that 
Claims 35 and 47 are patentable. 



CLAIMS 36 AND 48 
Claims 36 and 48 are dependent claims, each of which directly depends on one of the 
claims discussed above. Each of Claims 36 and 48 is therefore allowable for the reasons 
given above for the claim on which it depends. In addition, each of Claims 36 and 48 
introduces one or more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. To 
illustrate. Claims 36 and 48 each recite the following additional features: 
wherein: 

said identifier is a first occurrence of said identifier; 
said position is a first position; 

said preconstructed web page includes a second occurrence of said 
identifier that is located at a second position between another 
pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; and 

modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web 
page further comprises causing said program to perform the 
steps of: 

removing said second occurrence of said identifier from said 

preconstructed web page, and 
inserting said replacement content at said second position in 

said preconstructed web page 
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The Office Action does not cite a single portion of Ladd that discloses, teaches, or 
suggests the above elements of Claims 36 and 48. hastead, the Office Action only offers the 
broad conclusory statement that ''Ladd discloses the method as recited in Claim 25," followed 
by a listing of features recited in Claim 36. No explanation is provided as to why the above- 
quoted featured of Claims 36 and 48 are disclosed, taught, or suggested by Ladd, Such a 
conclusory statement is not permissible under MPEP § 706. Consequently, Applicants 
respectfully request (a) the Patent Office provide an explanation that conforms to MPEP § 
706 as to why Claims 36 and 48 are not patentable, or (b) the Patent Office indicate that 
Claims 36 and 48 are patentable. 



CLAIMS 26, 29, 30, 31, 38, 41, 42, AND 43 
Claims 26, 29, 30, 31, 38, 41, 42, and 43 are dependent claims, each of which depends 
(directly or indirectly) on one of the claims discussed above. Each of Claims 26, 29, 30, 31, 
38, 41, 42, and 43 is therefore allowable for the reasons given above for the claim on which it 
depends. Li addition, each of Claims 26, 29, 30, 31, 38, 41, 42, and 43 introduces one or 
more additional limitations that independently render it patentable. However, due to the 
fundamental differences already identified, to expedite the positive resolution of this case a 
separate discussion of those limitations is not included at this time, although the Applicants 
reserve the right to further point out the differences between the cited art and the novel 
features recited in the dependent claims. 
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CONCLUSION AND PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Based on the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of Claims 25-49 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as allegedly being anticipated over Ladd lacks the requisite factual 
and legal bases. Appellants therefore respectfully request that the Honorable Board reverse 
the rejection of Claims 25-49 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) over Ladd. It is further respectfully 
submitted that the rejection of Claims 32 and 44 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Ladd lacks the requisite factual and legal bases. Appellants therefore 
respectfully request that the Honorable Board reverse the rejection of Claims 32 and 44 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Ladd. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HICKMAN PALERMO TRUONG & BECKER LLP 
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VIIL CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1-24. (Cancelled). 

1 25. A method for generating web pages, comprising: 

2 storing a preconstructed web page; 

3 storing, separate from said preconstructed web page, correlation data that specifies a 

4 correlation between an identifier and replacement content; 

5 receiving a request for a requested web page that corresponds to said preconstructed 

6 web page; 

7 in response to said request, retrieving said preconstructed web page, wherein: 

8 said preconstructed web page was created prior to receiving said request, 

9 said preconstructed web page is written in a tag-delimited page description 

10 language, and 

1 1 said preconstructed web page includes said identifier that is located at a 

1 2 position between a pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; 

13 in response to said request, modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said 

14 requested web page by causing a program to perform the steps of: 

15 removing said identifier from said preconstructed web page, and 

16 inserting said replacement content at said position in said preconstructed web 

17 page, wherein said replacement content is selected based on the 

1 8 correlation data; and 

1 9 providing said requested web page in response to said request. 

1 26. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein removing said identifier and inserting said 

2 replacement content fiirther includes substituting replacement text for said identifier in 

3 said preconstructed web page. 

1 27. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first identifier and said position is a first position; 

3 said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is located at a second 

4 position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; 

5 said preconstructed web page includes first code, written in said tag-delimited page 
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6 description language, that describes a first display region and second code, 

7 written in said tag-delimited page description language, that describes a second 

8 display region that includes said second identifier, wherein said first code 

9 includes said first identifier, and wherein said second code includes said 

10 second identifier; and 

1 1 modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web page further 

12 comprises causing said program to arrange an ordering of said first display 

13 region and-said second display region in said requested web page based on an 

14 ordering of said first position and said second position in said preconstructed 

15 web page. 

1 28. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein: 

2 said program is a first program, said identifier is a first identifier, and said position is a 

3 first position; 

4 said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is located at a second 

5 position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; and 

6 said preconstructed web page includes first code, written in said tag-delimited page 

7 description language, that describes a first display region and second code, 

8 written in said tag-delimited page description language, that describes a second 

9 display region, wherein said first code includes said first identifier, and 

10 wherein said second code includes said second identifier; 

1 1 modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web page further 

12 comprises causing said program to arrange an ordering of said first display 

13 region and said second display region in said requested web page based on an 

14 ordering specified by a second program. 

1 29. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein said tag-delimited page description 

2 language is selected from the group consisting of hypertext markup language (HTML) 

3 and extensible markup language (XML). 

1 30. The method as recited in Claim 25, further comprising: 

2 parsing said preconstructed web page to generate a hierarchical representation of said 
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3 preconstructed web page, wherein said hierarchical representation is based on a 

4 structure of said preconstructed web page; and 

5 based on said hierarchical representation, processing said preconstructed web page to 

6 locate said identifier. 

1 31. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein: 

2 said preconstructed web page defines a plurality of display regions; and 

3 code, written in said tag-delimited page description language, that describes how to 

4 render one display region of said plurality of display regions, wherein said 

5 code includes said identifier. 

1 32. The method as recited in Claim 3 1 , wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first identifier, said position is a first position, and said code that 

3 describes how to render one display region is first code that describes how to 

4 render a first display region; 

5 said preconstructed web page includes said first code; 

6 said preconstructed web page includes second code, written in said tag-delimited page 

7 description language, that describes how to render a second display region, 

8 wherein said second code includes a second identifier that is located at a 

9 second position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web 

10 page; 

1 1 said preconstructed web page includes third code, written in said tag-delimited page 

12 description language, that describes how to render a third display region, 

13 wherein said third code includes no identifiers; 

14 the step of modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web 

1 5 page comprises: 

16 including said first code in said requested web page because said replacement 

17 content replaces said first identifier; 

1 8 not including said second code in said requested web page because no 

19 replacement content replaces said second identifier; and 

20 including said third code in said requested web page because said third code 

21 includes no identifiers. 
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1 33. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein: 

2 said program is a hypertext template engine; and 

3 a controller program performs the step of modifying said preconstructed web page to 

4 produce said requested web page by causing said hypertext template engine to 

5 perform the steps of removing and inserting. 

1 34. The method of Claim 33, wherein said controller program modifying said 

2 preconstructed web page to produce said requested web page by causing said 

3 hypertext template engine to perform the steps of removing and inserting further 

4 comprises: 

5 said controller program making a substitution call to said hypertext template engine, 

6 wherein said substitution call specifies said identifier and said replacement 

7 content. 

1 35. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first identifier, said position is a first position, and said replacement 

3 content is first replacement content; 

4 said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is located at a second 

5 position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; and 

6 modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web page fiirther 

7 comprises causing said program to substitute second replacement content for 

8 said second identifier in said preconstructed web page. 

1 36. The method as recited in Claim 25, wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first occurrence of said identifier; 

3 said position is a first position; 

4 said preconstructed web page includes a second occurrence of said identifier that is 

5 located at a second position between another pair of tags within said 

6 preconstructed web page; and 

7 modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested web page fiirther 

8 comprises causing said program to perform the steps of: 
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9 removing said second occurrence of said identifier from said preconstructed 

10 web page, and 

1 1 inserting said replacement content at said second position in said 

12 preconstructed web page. 

1 37. A computer-readable medium for generating web pages, the computer-readable 

2 medium carrying instructions which, when executed by one or more processors, cause 

3 performance of the steps of: 

4 storing a preconstructed web page; 

5 storing, separate from said preconstructed web page, correlation data that specifies a 

6 correlation between an identifier and replacement content; 

7 receiving a request for a requested web page that corresponds to said preconstructed 

8 web page; 

9 in response to said request, retrieving a said preconstructed web page, wherein: 

10 said preconstructed web page was created prior to receiving said request, 

1 1 said preconstructed web page is written in a tag-delimited page description 

12 language, and 

13 said preconstructed web page includes an said identifier that is located at a 

14 position between a pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; 

15 in response to said request, modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said 

16 requested web page by causing a program to perform the steps of 

17 removing said identifier from said preconstructed web page, and 

18 inserting said replacement content at said position in said preconstructed web 

19 page, wherein said replacement content is selected based on the 

20 correlation data; and 

21 providing said requested web page in response to said request. 

1 38. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein the instructions for 

2 removing said identifier and inserting said replacement content fiirther comprise 

3 instructions which, when executed by the one or more processors, cause performance 

4 of the step of substituting replacement text for said identifier in said preconstructed 

5 web page. 
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1 39. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first identifier and said position is a first position; 

3 said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is located at a second 

4 position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; and 

5 said preconstructed web page includes first code that corresponds to a first display 

6 region that includes said first identifier and second code that corresponds to a 

7 second display region that includes said second identifier; and 

8 the instructions for modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested 

9 web page further comprise instructions which, when executed by the one or 

10 more processors, cause performance of the step of causing said program to 

1 1 arrange said first code that corresponds to said first display region and said 

12 second code that corresponds to said second display region in said requested 

13 web page based on an ordering of said first position and said second position in 

14 said preconstructed web page. 

1 40. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein: 

2 said program is a first program, said identifier is a first identifier, and said position is a 

3 first position; 

4 said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is located at a second 

5 position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; and 

6 said preconstructed web page includes first code that corresponds to a first display 

7 region that includes said first identifier and second code that corresponds to a 

8 second display region that includes said second identifier; 

9 the instructions for modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested 

10 web page further comprise instructions which, when executed by the one or 

1 1 more processors, cause performance of the step of causing said program to 

12 arrange said first code that corresponds to said first display region and said 

13 second code that corresponds to said second display region in said requested 

14 web page based on an ordering specified by a second program. 

1 41 . The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein: 
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2 said identifier is a marker; 

3 said position is a relative position; 

4 said preconstructed web page is a template; 

5 said replacement content is dynamic content; and 

6 said tag-delimited page description language is selected from the group consisting of 

7 hypertext markup language (HTML) and extensible markup language (XML). 

1 42. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, further comprising instructions 

2 which, when executed by the one or more processors, cause performance of the steps 

3 of: 

4 parsing said preconstructed web page to generate a hierarchical representation of said 

5 preconstructed web page, wherein said hierarchical representation is based on a 

6 structure of said preconstructed web page; and 

7 based on said hierarchical representation, processing said preconstructed web page to 

8 locate said identifier. 

1 43. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein: 

2 said preconstructed web page defines a plurality of display regions; and 

3 code that corresponds to one display region of said plurality of display regions 

4 includes said identifier. 

1 44. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 43, wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first identifier, said position is a first position, and said code that 

3 corresponds to one display region is first code that corresponds to a first 

4 display region; 

5 said preconstructed web page includes said first code that corresponds to said first 

6 display region that includes said first identifier; 

7 said preconstructed web page includes second code that corresponds to a second 

8 display region that includes a second identifier that is located at a second 

9 position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; 

10 said preconstructed web page includes third code that corresponds to a third display 

1 1 region that includes no identifiers; 
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12 the computer-readable medium further comprises instructions which, when executed 

13 by the one or more processors, cause performance of the steps of: 

14 including said first code that corresponds to said first display region in said 

15 requested web page because said replacement content replaces said first 

16 identifier; 

17 not including said second code that corresponds to said second display region 

18 in said requested web page because no replacement content replaces 

19 said second identifier; and 

20 including said third code that corresponds to said third display region in said 

21 requested web page because said third code includes no identifiers. 

1 45. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein: 

2 said program is a hypertext template engine; and 

3 a controller program performs the step of modifying said preconstructed web page to 

4 produce said requested web page by causing said hypertext template engine to 

5 perform the steps of removing and inserting. 

1 46. The computer-readable medium of Claim 45, wherein the instructions for said 

2 controller program modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested 

3 web page by causing said hypertext template engine to perform the steps of removing 

4 and inserting further comprises instructions which, when executed by the one or more 

5 processors, cause performance of the steps of: 

6 said controller program making a substitution call to said hypertext template engine, 

7 wherein said substitution call specifies said identifier and said replacement 

8 content. 

1 47. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first identifier, said position is a first position, and said replacement 

3 content is first replacement content; 

4 said preconstructed web page includes a second identifier that is located at a second 

5 position between another pair of tags within said preconstructed web page; and 

6 the instructions for modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested 



50277-1950 (OID 2000-1 15-01) 27 



Application of Cameron Gene O'Rourke, et al, Ser. No. 09/654,998 Filed 8/31/2000 
Appeal Brief 



7 web page further comprise instructions which, when executed by the one or 

8 more processors, cause performance of the step of causing said program to 

9 substitute second replacement content for said second identifier in said 
1 0 preconstructed web page. 

1 48. The computer-readable medium as recited in Claim 37, wherein: 

2 said identifier is a first occurrence of said identifier; 

3 said position is a first position; 

4 said preconstructed web page includes a second occurrence of said identifier that is 

5 located at a second position between another pair of tags within said 

6 preconstructed web page; and 

7 the instructions for modifying said preconstructed web page to produce said requested 

8 web page further comprise instructions which, when executed by the one or 

9 more processors, cause performance of the step of causing said program to 

10 perform the steps of: 

1 1 removing said second occurrence of said identifier from said preconstructed 

12 web page, and 

13 inserting said replacement content at said second position in said 

14 preconstructed web page. 

1 49. A system for generating web pages, comprising: 

2 a preconstructed web page that corresponds to a request for a requested web page, 

3 wherein said preconstructed web page was created prior to receipt of said 

4 request, said preconstructed web page is written in a tag-delimited page 

5 description language, said preconstructed web page includes an identifier that 

6 is located at a position between a pair of tags within said preconstructed web 

7 page, and said preconstructed web page is retrieved in response to said request; 

8 a first program; and 

9 a second program that, in response to said request, modifies said preconstructed web 

10 page to produce said requested web page by causing said first program to 

1 1 remove said identifier from said preconstructed web page and insert 
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12 replacement content at said position in said preconstructed web page, wherein 

13 said requested web page is provided in response to said request. 



50277-1950 (OID 2000-115-01) 29 



Application of Cameron Gene O'Rourke, et al., Ser. No. 09/654,998 Filed 8/31/2000 
Appeal Brief 



IX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

Applicants have not submitted any evidence pursuant to 37 CFR § 1.130, 37 CFR § 1.131, or 
37 CFR § 1 . 1 32 or of any other evidence entered by the Examiner and relied upon by the 
Applicants in the appeal. 

X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

There are no decisions rendered by a court or the Board in any proceeding identified pursuant 
to 37 CFR§41.37(c)(l)(ii). 
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